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Introduction

During the Public Consultation of the draft ECC Decision (11)HH “Harmonised frequency arrangements for mobile/fixed communications networks (MFCN) (including IMT) operating in the bands 3400-3600 MHz and 3600-3800 MHz” the ECO received 13 responses from CEPT administrations and 18 responses from industry and other parties. The detailed responses can be found in document ECC PT1(11)140rev3.

The main subject of comments was in response to the request to provide a preference for Option A or B for Decides 2 as also described in the cover letter for the public consultation. Option A puts both frequency arrangements for the 3400-3600 MHz band on an equal basis reflecting the output of the last ECC PT1 meeting before submitting the Draft Decision to ECC. Option B, which was added at the 29th ECC meeting, puts some emphasis on the unpaired (TDD) arrangement. ECC PT1 was not able to agree on recommending one of the two options.

It should be noted that there was agreement on the unpaired (TDD) arrangement for the 3600-3800 MHz band and no concerns were expressed on that part of the Draft Decision during the public consultation.

Additionally, a number of comments were received on the main body of the Draft Decision not related to the issue of Option A or B.

ECC PT1 discussed and incorporated a number of those changes into the Draft Decision (see Annex A). Furthermore some refinements of the text of the two options as well as some information on the support that the two options have received during the public consultation are provided (see next sections).

Changes to the text of option A

To make it clear that option A puts both frequency arrangements on an equal basis, it was proposed to delete the second occurrence of the word “implement”:

OPTION A:

· that administrations wishing to implement MFCN (including IMT) in the 3400 – 3600 MHz band should follow the harmonised frequency arrangement given in Annex 1 (TDD) or the harmonised frequency arrangement (taking into account considering ee) above) given in Annex 2 (FDD);

ECC PT1 agreed on this specific change.

Changes to the text of option B

Some responses to the public consultation proposed to add the word “preferred” in front of the word “harmonised”. This change is intended to further clarify the preference on the unpaired (TDD) arrangement, and to bring it in line with the approach taken in ECC-Decision (09)03. The new text would read as follows:

OPTION B:

· that administrations wishing to implement MFCN (including IMT) in the 3400 – 3600 MHz band should adhere to the preferred harmonised frequency arrangement given in Annex 1 (TDD);
· that administrations wishing to implement MFCN (including IMT) in the 3400 – 3600 MHz band with frequency arrangements other than the preferred harmonised arrangement in Annex 1 should follow Annex 2 (FDD);

ECC PT1 did not reach consensus on this specific change.
Support for the two options

The following support was expressed for the options during the public consultation:

	
	CEPT administrations
	Industry

	Option A
	6
	7

	Option B
	6
	12

	No preference
	1
	3


The detailed responses can be found in document ECC PT1(11)140rev3.

[Main arguments for support provided by the proponents of each option
Option A:
· Option A provides flexibility for future use
· Option A also reflects the uncertainty on the effectiveness of TDD deployments vs. FDD deployments (TDD network coexistence issues need to be addressed and this is the subject of work items within ECC PT1). Option A with a review of the Decision in a short timeframe would enable to ensure in the end the best choice of duplex mode for the band.
· Option A is already a compromise between administrations resulting from ECC PT1 discussions and it reflects that there is support for both FDD and TDD in the responses
· Option B does not reflect the majority of existing assignments

Option B:
· Option B provides harmonisation for future IMT-Advanced use

· Option B reflects the majority of existing usage in the band

· Option A is not in line with the ECC Rules of Procedure

NOTE: 5 bullets with max. 15 lines of text total per option. Focus on advantages of options, not on disadvantages …]
Proposal

ECC PT1 proposes that ECC takes a decision on the way forward regarding the two options for Decides 2 of the Draft Decision based on the information provided above. Furthermore, in case of option A being selected, the order of the paired and unpaired arrangements in the option A text as well as Annex 1 and Annex 2 might be reversed to achieve an alphabetical order.

ECC PT1 proposes to incorporate the changes to the Draft Decision as contained in Annex A.

As set out in the ECC Rules of Procedure any changes in the situation for this band can be incorporated during a future revision of the Decision.

Annex A (Proposed changes to the Draft Decision)
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